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McMaster-Goering, Tina [tmcmastergoering@blim.gov]; john.mcpherson@hdrinc.com
ellen.h.lyons@usace.army.mil; Whitley, Annie [/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
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Ambler DEIS wetland info - from ACCS

| wanted to followup on my question today on our Ambler call about the “other wetland data” that | remembered had
been used in the DEIS for Ambler. The sentence that prompted my question is on page 3-36 and 3-37 of the DEIS that
said “The wetlands analysis used Alaska Center for Conservation Science (ACCS) mapping to provide broad context (see
Volume 4, Map 3-9).”

| was just curious how the ACCS data had been used for the DEIS, exactly?

Otherwise, | got the impression that the DEIS used the wetland mapping from DOWL to quantify wetland impacts of
each alternative. Is that correct?

Thanks so much for your help on clarifying this point.

-Amy
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